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Subject

Question

Response

Use of Chiller
Water

The RFP requires that the chilled
water be supplied from the
existing Bldg 2. The piping
system from the existing building
to the new building is very costly
and from a life cycle cost
standpoint may not represent
good value. This work will also
cause disruption in the existing
building. In lieu of the chilled
water it’s the owner will to
consider the use of a single air
cooled DXZ VAV system to
serve the new building?

If this is not acceptable are there
any other options which could
eliminate the long runs of chilled
water piping that would be
acceptable to the Owner?

Reference: Section 00100 Proposal
Submittal Requirements: Para 2.6 Offerors
submitting proposals for this project should
limit submissions to data essential for
evaluation of proposals. However, in order
to be effectively and equitably evaluated,
the

proposals must include information
sufficiently detailed to clearly describe the
offeror’s

experience, technical approach and
management capabilities to successfully
complete the

project. Requirements stated in this Request
for Proposal (RFP) are minimums, unless
otherwise

stated. Innovative, creative or cost-saving
proposals that meet or exceed these
requirements are

encouraged and will be rated accordingly.
The offeror shall clearly identify and
articulate in writing all deviations,
betterments, innovative, creative or cost
saving proposals by major feature of work.

Use of Steam

The RFP requires that the steam
be supplied from the existing
Bldg 2. The piping system from
the existing building to the new
building is very costly and from a
life cycle cost standpoint may not
represent good value. This work
will also cause disruption in the
existing building. In lieu of the
steam to generate heating hot
water, clean steam and domestic
hot water for the new building, is
the owner willing to consider the
use of a gas fired heating
equipment?

Is natural gas available for the
new building? If this is not
acceptable are there any other
options which would eliminate
the long runs of steam piping that
would be acceptable to the
Owner?

Reference: Section 00100 Proposal
Submittal Requirements: Para 2.6 Offerors
submitting proposals for this project should
limit submissions to data essential for
evaluation of proposals. However, in order
to be effectively and equitably evaluated,
the

proposals must include information
sufficiently detailed to clearly describe the
offeror’s

experience, technical approach and
management capabilities to successfully
complete the

project. Requirements stated in this Request
for Proposal (RFP) are minimums, unless
otherwise

stated. Innovative, creative or cost-saving
proposals that meet or exceed these
requirements are

encouraged and will be rated accordingly.
The offeror shall clearly identify and
articulate in writing all deviations,
betterments, innovative, creative or cost
saving proposals by major feature of work




Subject

Question

Response

Steam Tie-In
Location

Is steam available from a location
closer to the new building than
from Building 2?

Electric Heat

Is the use of electric heat
acceptable in lieu of steam?

Reference: Section 00100 Proposal
Submittal Requirements: Para 2.6 Offerors
submitting proposals for this project should
limit submissions to data essential for
evaluation of proposals. However, in order
to be effectively and equitably evaluated,
the

proposals must include information
sufficiently detailed to clearly describe the
offeror’s

experience, technical approach and
management capabilities to successfully
complete the

project. Requirements stated in this Request
for Proposal (RFP) are minimums, unless
otherwise

stated. Innovative, creative or cost-saving
proposals that meet or exceed these
requirements are

encouraged and will be rated accordingly.
The offeror shall clearly identify and
articulate in writing all deviations,
betterments, innovative, creative or cost
saving proposals by major feature of work.

ATFP

On page MATC-3 of the
narrative, Section “Chapter 11”
states that in accordance with
Paragraphs 1-6.7.5 and 2-4.5.4 of
UFC4-010-01, the structure is
exempt from stand-off distance
requirements to roads, parking
areas adjacent buildings.

We believe that the intent of the
statement in the RFP is unclear.
Please clarify by answering the

following:

a.) If the minimum standoff
distance requirements are
deleted since the building
is a “Medical Transitional
Structure” isn’t it true
that the blast design
requirements for the
building structure, the
exterior walls and the

Yes" for parts a, b, and c. In effect, the
classification of "Medical Transitional
Structure" waives the standoff
requirement, and thus the need for any
blast design. Irrespective of the
standoff, the building is to be designed
per the Minimum AT Standards
contained in UFC 4-010-01. Note that
although glazing systems need not be
analyzed for a blast, they still must meet
the minimum requirements contained in
the UFC.




glazing systems are in
fact deleted?

b.) Is it the intent of Spec.
Section 01011.5.2.3 and
01011.11.1.5
requirements for a
specialist in blast resistant
design be deleted?

c.) Is it the intent that Spec.
Section 01011-11.1.4
requirements for blast
hardening be deleted?

Framing
Systems

On Page MATC-2 of the
narrative, Section “Chapter 5”
allows the use of timber framed
structures and deletes Sections
01011 Paragraphs 5.3.2B and
54.1.

Is it now the intent to accept
timber, light gauge metal and
steel joist framing systems?

Yes

Vibration
Requirements

Considering that the project is
now defined as a “Medical
Transitional Structure” can the
vibration limits in Section 5.4.4.A
be deleted or relaxed?

No.




